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DETAILED ACTION 

Request for Continued Examination 

1 . The request filed on February 29, 2008 for a Request for Continued Examination 
(RCE) under 37 CFR 1 .53(d) based on parent Application No. 10/563,149 is acceptable 
and a RCE has been established. An action on the RCE follows. 

2. In view of the amendment filed February 29, 2008, claims 1 -1 0, 1 8-1 9 have been 
cancelled. Claims 11-17, 20-24 are pending. 

3. In view of the amendment filed February 29, 2008, the rejection of Claims 11-17, 
20-24 under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, is withdrawn. Further, the rejection of 
Claims 11-13,1 6-1 7, 20-24 under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Wang (US 
6,428,900 B1), Is withdrawn. The rejection of Claims 14, 15 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wang (US 6,428,900 B1) is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
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Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



5. Claims 11-17, 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Taal et al. (WO 00/61695) (translated in US 6,818,093) in view of Wang (US 
6,428,900 61). 
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1 1 . (currently amended) An adhesive composition containing 

(a) an elavtwiieiic bluck isopulymei liaving a diUlocl (;uiitt;nl uf moit; lliau 
40% elastomeric block copoiymers of the A-B and A-B-A type, wherein the 
proportion of A-B yith respect to the entirety of block copolymers is more than 40%. 
wherein the A block is a polymer made of monomers selected from the group 
consisting of stsT:ene and its homologs. dc-methylsyrene, 4-substituted stvrenes. 4-(4- 
phenyl-n-butyl> styrene. 4-alkYtstyrenes. 4-n-propvlstyrene. 4-cyclohexvlstyrene. 5- 
substituted styrenes, 5-alkylstyrenes. 5-tert-butylstyrene. 3. 5-disubstituted stvrenes. 3.5 
dialkylstyrenes. 3.5-diethvlstyrene. 3-5 di-n-butylstyrene, 2.4 disubstituted stvrenes. 2- 
ethyl-4-benzvlstyrene. 2.4-dialkylstvrenes. 2.4-dimethvlstvrenes and vinyltoluene, and 
wherein the B block is a polymer m;idc of monomers selected from the tzroup 
consisting of a coaju^aled. lower aliphatic dieae, butadiene, U3-pentadiene, isoprene, 
2.3-dimehtYlbutadiene, i.3-hexadiene. and fully or partially hydrogenated derivatives 
thereof; 

(b) a sulfonated copolyester; 

(c) if desired, turther auxiliary additives. 



Regarding claim 1 1 (line 16), the recitation "if desired" is taken to mean 
"optional". Regarding claim 12 (line 7), the recitation "preferably" is taken to mean 

"optional". 

Taal et al. (translated in US 6,818,093: col. 6, line 37-55; col. 8, Table 1; col. 9, 
claim 5) disclose working examples comprising most of the ingredients, such as SIS 
triblock copolymer (Kraton 605), SI diblock copolymer (LVS-1), tackifiers Regalite RIO, 
Regalrez 1018, plasticizers (Shell-OI 4178), and auxiliary additives such as antioxidant 
(Irganox 1010) as claimed. Regarding claim 16, the composition as disclosed in Table 1 
of Taal et al. clearly indicate that the proportion of A-B of the entirety of block 
copolymers is not more than 90%. 
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Regarding claims 20-21 , Taal et al. (col. 10, claim 9) clearly disclose a bonding 
method that involves applying adhesive to the substrate (films or non-wovens) where 
the substrate has been coated with a dermatologically compatible coating. Since a 
dermatological coating is used, it would not be difficult to one of ordinary skill in art to 
recognize and appreciate that the applying the adhesive films or non-wovens onto a 
skin substrate. Therefore, the examiner believes that the features of claims 20-21 have 
been met by Taal et al. 
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Regarding claim 17, Taal et al. (col. 8, line 10-25) disclose that the peel strength 
value in N/5cm. Therefore, the peel strengths disclosed can be converted to N/m by a 
factor of 20. Therefore, the examiner has a reasonable basis that the claimed peel 
strength has been met by Taal et al. Regarding claimed "wet peel strength", applicants 
must recognize that the testing method disclosed in Taal et al. and the method 
employed for the "wet peel strength" involves a relative humidity of 50%, at an angle of 
180 degree, and at a rate of 300 mm/minute.Therefore, the values disclosed in Taal et 
al. and the values as claimed can be properly compared. 



Taal et al. 


Applicants' test method (US 5,028,485, 




col. 4, line 20-38) 
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The difference between tine invention of claims 11-17, 20-24 and Taal et al. is 
that Taal et al. do not teach an adhesive composition comprising sulfonated 
copolyester. 

Wang (abstract; col. 1 , line 5-22; col. 3, line 36 to col. 4, line 17) disclose a water- 
sensitive hot melt adhesive composition based on about 10% to about 90% by weight of 
one or more sulfonated polyester copolymer(s), and a broad range composition of 
plasticizer(s), taGkifier(s), and stabilizer(s). Regarding the claimed elastomeric block 
copolymer, Wang (col. 17-18, claims 5-6) clearly teach elastomeric block copolymers 
having a melting pointer greater than 50°C (solid at room temperature). Regarding claim 
24, Wang (col. 6, line 66 to col. 7, line 6) clearly disclose the use of multifunctional 
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monomers for preparing tlie tauglit sulfonated polyesters. Therefore, the examiner has 
a reasonable basis that the claimed "branched" feature is inherently possessed in 
Wang. In view of the substantially identical field of endeavor of Taal et al. and Wang, 
and motivated by the expectation of success of developing an adhesive composition 
having the advantages of water-solubility, water-dispersibility, water releasability and 
repulpability (Wang, col. 1, line 9-22), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in art to incorporate the sulfonated polyester copolymer(s) teachings into Taal et al. to 
obtain the invention of claims 11-17, 20-24. 

Regarding claims 22-23, Wang (col. 1, line 23-46) disclose various applications 
that meet the features of claims 22-23. In view of the substantially identical field of 
endeavor of Taal et al. and Wang, and motivated by the expectation of success of 
developing an adhesive composition having the advantages of water-solubility, water- 
dispersibility, water releasability and repulpability (Wang, col. 1, line 9-22), it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in art to incorporate the sulfonated polyester 
copolymer(s) teachings and their applications or products into Taal et al. to obtain the 
invention of claims 22-23. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William K. Cheung whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1097. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00AM to 
2:00PM; 4:00PM to 8:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David WU can be reached on (571) 272-1 114. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/William K Cheung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1796 

William K. Cheung, Ph. D. 

Primary Examiner 

May 25, 2008 



